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^ t th * hlgh&t “tiene! .authority bo capable or selecting tST roopora. 
w£oii will provide the United States and its Aliies t« euxteun possible 
advantage in the specific circumstances under which deterrence ray fail. 
It is tjr belief that the ability to select from among a wide range of 
feasible response options suited to specific circumstances could permit 
the United States and its Allies t„ ar , ^ a 

position enabling resumed progress toward their common'Objectives, with 

casualties and damage reduced significantly below levels which might 
otherwise be expected# 

It is rry intention to encourage and support plans and programs 

wnlch rt r iH in t»\Q ^_ ,. 

~~ a pooe axfordxng such a wide latitude 

° re3Fcr ‘ se cptxcns, eapcbic of selection and control for maximum 

advantage. Concurrently with improvements in our posture, it should be 

possible to reflect in basic policies and war plans, to the degree 

made feasible by progress toward the requisite.capabilities, provisions " 

for increased latitude in options for selective response to thermonuclear 

war emergency. 

/ * 

I am, therefore, also interested in prospects for the shorter term 
time period. Ihe currently effective Single Integrated Operational 
Plan for strategic attack (SIOP-62) #5B& variety cf options/ co „tingenc 
for response by forces emitted tc strategic offensive tasks, keyed 

principally to duration of warning, geographic discretion, constraints, * 
and specifics of weather and visibility. Similar latitude is , : 

in other atomic war plans. 

I 

^ It is requested that the Joint Chiefs of Staff cause the Director ■ 

t#ate 0 i c Target Planning to scrutinize the current SIOP-62 and forces 

Cd to Its execution, and that other appropriate Ccmmanders-in-Chief 
3ir*n! arXv . 
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scrutiny will be to provide ur-owcrc to - .o cr. the f dlovir.:;: 

a. To what specific extent might it be fcasiblo in tho r.car 
tern 1961-1962 tine ^period to provide a wider latitude of options for 
response to thermonuclear war emergency, assuming that any impediments 

to this action embodied in the current National Strategic Targeting and 
Attack Policy were removed? 

b. IT such additional options are deemed f easible / ard^desirable^ 
what would be the prudent and realistic time schedule for their earliest 
integration into current plans? 

c. If such additional options would depend upon changes in 
capabilities, would any such changes be feasible of accomplishment at 
reasonable cost and effort in the near term, and what specific actions 

would be necessary? -4 

d. What capabilities presently lacking would be the principal 
requirements for a future posture permitting a wide variety of response 
options calculated to derive maximum advantage from any of the reasonably 
foreseeable circumstances urder which deterrence to central war might fail? 

• e. Are there any other major problems or difficulties foreseen^ 
in light of the recognized necessity to avoid any disruption in the^ 

r «» ». "u ■ » I*.' *-. 

continuity of our current war plans^analcapabilitieSjWhich could weaken 


the overallCdeterrenp posture? 


I 

. • 

Of specific interest would be assessment of the possibilities 
affecting the early development of options which might permit avoidance 
of attacks against eneny urban-industrial ard population resources as 
such in initial attacks; options which would permit exclusion from initial 
attack, to the extent feasible, of one or more member nations of the 
Sino-Soviot bloc without th9 necessity for replanning the balance of 
the attack; options which would relieve selected elements of ready forcos 
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from initial attack assignments to permit their retention as uncomraitted 
ready reserves for possible subsequent use; options providing varying 
degrees of adjustment, beyond those currently planned, in force posture 
during periods of critical tension; and so forth. ' * 

Response by 15 June 1961 will be appreciated. 
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In any of its foreseeable fora. Tnis win require, oocr.f ether things, 
ttet^the highest rations authority bo capable of selecting tST reopens! 
wbioii will provide the United States and its Allies the ra.-cLtu.-a possible 
advantage in the specific circumstances under which deterrence ray fail. 

It is ,v belief that the ability to select from among a wide range of 
feasible response options suited to speci^circumstances could permit 
the United States and its Allies t-„-ar, in a 

position enabling resumed progress toward their canon)Objectives, with 
casualties and damage reduced significantly belcw levels which right 
otherwise be expected. 

It is ny intention to encourage and support plans and program 
which will in the future provide a posture affording such a wide latitude 
ox response options, ea^iSe of selection and control for maximum 
advantage. Concurrently with improvements in our posture, it should be 
possible to reflect in basic policies and war plans, to the degree 
irade feasible by progress toward the requisite .capabilities, provisions ' 

for increased latitude in options for selective response to thermonuclear ' 

war emergency. 

✓ * 

I am, therefore, also interested in prospects for the shorter term 
ime peried. me currently effective Single Integrated Operational 
Planibr strategic attack (SlOP-te) £1^** variety ef options/contingencios 
for response by forces committed to strategic offensive tasks, keyed 

principally to duration of warning, geographic discretion, constraints,” 
and specifics of weather and visibility. Similar latitude is 
in other atomic war plans. 

. “ “ r ° 5UeSted that th ° Chiefs of Staff cause the Director ■ 

ot.a. 0 o _. Target Planning to scrutinise the current SIOP-62 and forces 
committed to its execution, and that other appropriate Comaniers-in-Chief 
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a. To what speciric cxtor.t right it be fcaaihlo in tho near 
tern 1961-1962 tine period to provide a wider latitude of opticr.o for 
response to thermonuclear war emergency, assuring that any impediments 

to this action embodied in the current National Strategic Targeting and 
Attack Policy were removed? 

b. If such additional options are deemed feasible^ and^deeirab'le^ 
what would be the prudent and realistic time schedule for their earliest 
integration into current plans? 

c. If such additional options would depend upon changes in 
capabilities, would any such changes be feasible of accomplishment at 
reasonable cost and effort in the near term, and what specific actions 
would be necessary? 


d. What capabilities,, presently^a^in^woxild be the principal 
requirements for a future posture permitting a wide variety of response 
options calculated to derive maximum advantage from any of the reasonably 

<aP 

foreseeable circumstances under which deterrence -t©- central war might fail? 

• e. Are there any other major problems or difficulties foreseen^ 
in light of the recognized necessity to avoid^ any disruption in the^ 
continuity of our current war plans ~ai^capabilitiesjwhich could weaken 


the overallCdeterrenp posture? 


! . * 

Of specific interest would be assessment of the possibilities 
affecting the early development of options which might permit avoidance 
of attacks against enecy urban-industrial and population resources as 
such in initial attacks; options which would permit exclusion from initial 
attack, to the extent feasible, of one or more member nations of the 
Sino-Soviot bloc without the necessity for replanning the balance of 
the attack; options which would relieve selected elements of ready forcos 
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fron initial attack 


assignments to permit 


their retention as 


ready^reserves for possible subsequent use; options providin 
degrees of adjustment, beyond those currently panned, in fo: 
during periods of critical tension; and so forth. 

Response by 1 5 June 1961 will be appreciated. 
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